THE  DEFENCE  OF  DEMOCRACY
society. Nevertheless, in the first place, they do not
put themselves outside the political society; and in the
second place, even when on strike, they remain within
the nexus of the system of life-production in which
they have temporarily ceased to function. They are
passive instead of active instruments in that nexus,
for the time being occupying a position economically
analogous to that of the unemployed man on the dole,
or the rentier on his dividends.
A truly general strike would indeed paralyse
society, and if maintained would kill it; but it would
kill the strikers, too. And, in fact, what are called
general strikes are never general: there is a tacit
agreement that a minimum of essential services shall be
maintained. That is necessary, or the workers would
be cutting their own throats. Thus even the 'general3
strike cannot succeed in putting the workers outside
the economic nexus of society; and the 'general'
strike is not a revolutionary weapon. Its effectiveness
is negative, and limited to the psychological effects
produced by a minimization of 'life-production':
which, very probably, presses much harder on the
poorer folk than the richer. A deliberate and total
interruption of the collective life-production of society
in time of peace is really unthinkable: because the
working class in an industrial society depends more
directly than any other on collective life-production.
It is moonshine to imagine that, by some prodigy of
discipline, the workers could interrupt the collective
life-production just long enough to enforce a trans-
ference of political power from a democratic govern-
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